Pulling us apart?
The association between fear of crime and social cohesion in South Africa include an additional range of structural measures and processes, such as social cohesion, informal control, social trust, social capital and collective efficacy. 6 The attention devoted to social disorganisation theory has included the influential, though contested, 'broken windows theory', which maintains that minor signs of physical disorder serve as visual cues that lead to
Fear of crime, like crime itself, is thought to be a factor that constrains efforts by government and non-state actors to promote socially cohesive communities and a caring society. As concerns have mounted over various aspects of the social fabric in South Africa, increasing policy attention has been directed at perceptions of safety and nation-building. In this study, we use nationally representative survey data to examine recent theoretical models on the link between fear of crime and social cohesion within communities. The results do not offer strong support for the hypothesis that higher fear of crime is associated with lower levels of social trust, neighbourhood ties and civic cohesion, although fear does have a moderate, adverse influence on attitudes towards law enforcement.
serious crime and mounting urban decay, as well as subsequent theoretical critiques arguing that other factors instrumentally influence crime rates and that the disorder-crime link is weakly associated.
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In this article, our intention within this broader theoretical framework is to provide some preliminary South African empirical evidence with regard to the association between fear of crime and social cohesion. While crime represents a central variable in social disorganisation theory and is referred to in places throughout this article, our research primarily focuses on fear of crime rather than the occurrence of crime in examining associations with social cohesion.
Specifically, we analyse nationally representative survey data to determine the existence and strength of the association between these social indicators.
For the purposes of this article, analysis has been confined exclusively to 2013 South African Social
Attitudes Survey (SASAS) data, as this is the most recent survey round that contains both the fear and social cohesion measures that we use, as described below. We begin by outlining theoretical approaches to examining fear of crime and social cohesion, as well as associated empirical evidence.
We then describe the survey data used for analysis, including a discussion of the definitional and measurement debates on fear of crime, and present the distribution of our chosen fear indicator. We also examine the influence of fear on two aspects of our multidimensional conceptualisation of social cohesion, namely social trust and neighbourhood ties, as well as political legitimacy. We conclude by relating our findings to theoretical perspectives on the consequences of fear in communities, and reflecting on the implications for policy efforts aimed at addressing crime and fear of crime as the basis for greater cohesion and improved personal, community and national wellbeing.
Fear of crime and social cohesion in theory African adults over a number of waves of interviewing means that the study is constrained in its ability to examine the observed relationships between crime, fear of crime and social cohesion among the same people.
The implication is that our focus is instead confined to exploring the extent and nature of the association between these constructs.
The second limitation of the study is that, due to the sample design and characteristics, the SASAS dataset does not permit disaggregation down to the neighbourhood level. Measuring fear of crime • The lack of explicit reference to crime
• The imprecise geographical reference -the 'neighbourhood' or 'local area'
• The reference to an activity that many may seldom undertake ('walking alone after dark'), either by choice or owing to physical limitation
• The absence of a specific recall period and failure to capture frequency of fearful experiences (e.g.
number of times in the past year that the person felt unsafe) 21 Various refinements have been experimented with in response to such criticisms, ranging from basic phrasing changes to the inclusion of multiple items.
Of particular relevance is recent research that suggests that fear of crime is both an expressive and an experiential phenomenon. 22 The expressive namely the perceived safety of walking alone in one's areas during the day and after dark. 26 In Table 1 , the frequency of responses to the worry about burglary and violent crime questions, as well as the follow-up items on the impact of such fear on personal quality of life, are presented for the 2013 survey round.
Close to two-fifths (38%) of adult South Africans indicated that they never worried about their home being burgled or becoming a victim of violent crime, while a slightly higher share expressed worry either 'just occasionally' or 'some of the time' (46% for burglary; 50% for violent crime). For both types of crime, around a fifth of adults indicated that their worry was a constant presence in their lives (17% for burglary; 21% for violent crime).
A similar distribution of responses is evident in relation to the items addressing the impact of worry on one's quality of life. Of those that expressed some level of worry about the two crime types in 2013, only around a tenth (11-12%) felt it had 'no real effect', with a significant proportion (33% for burglary and violent crime) acknowledging at least 'some effect'.
In Table 2 , the cross-tabulation of the frequency of worry and effect on quality of life items is presented.
The results demonstrate a consistent and expected pattern, namely that the more frequently one worries about crime, the more inclined one is to report appreciable effects on quality of life. Those who The responses to the four questions were combined into a single categorical measure of fear of crime, using an approach that Jackson and Kuha refer to as a 'model-supported method'. 28 The scaling of this measure ranged from 1 (unworried) to 6 (most worried). The responses for 2013 are provided in Table   3 . 29 On average across the period, slightly more than a third (36%) of respondents were unworried, while 13%
worried occasionally only about home burglary or only about violent crime. A quarter of the adult population (23%) displayed moderate levels of worry, 5% had a fairly high level, while 23% were classified as having very high levels of worry. Year-on-year estimates show a similar pattern, though with some differences at the tail ends of the distribution. A multidimensional approach In this instance, we draw on research conducted by the HSRC on conceptualising and measuring social cohesion. This conceptual framework assumes that social cohesion is multidimensional in that it encompasses a number of domains of social life, involves both attitudinal and behavioural predispositions, and is an attribute of a group or society rather than individuals. 37 The HSRC work identified three specific dimensions of cohesion:
• Socio-cultural cohesion, which includes social capital, trust, tolerance and shared identities and is the core focus in much social cohesion literature 
Results

Does fear diminish social trust?
Despite common references to the 'rainbow nation' and the moral philosophy of ubuntu, national and comparative data on social trust suggest that South
Africa is a society characterised by low levels of trust. These results suggest that fear of crime is inversely related to social trust, but it needs to be acknowledged that the levels of fear need to be relatively high in order for this association to be observed. Similar findings emerge when using measures of neighbourliness rather than social trust. 45 We also find that the conclusions do not alter if one substitutes the experiential fear variable for the conventional 'walking alone at night' fear measure. 
Does fear have a discernible impact on these measures?
The evidence presented in Table 4 shows that the results are rather mixed. An association between fear of crime and national pride is clearly not manifest.
The same appears to be true of satisfaction with democratic performance and the country's current political leaders. As can be observed from the table and as one might intuitively expect, there is a slightly stronger but nonetheless moderate inverse association between fear and both trust in the police and satisfaction with crime reduction. Further examination, using single pairwise correlations, shows a negative association between fear of crime and confidence in the police and in crime-reduction efforts. 50 In other words, as an individual becomes more fearful, his or her confidence in the criminal justice system declines. While worry about crime therefore has some association with more specific political support items, on the whole it is unlikely to be a primary driver of political legitimacy in the country, given the strength and nature of the observed association.
Conclusion
In South Africa, fear of crime continues to be reported At best, they show marginal and somewhat variable support for the fear-decline perspective.
Obviously, the study is constrained by the data available for analysis. Longitudinal data would allow us to better understand the direction of the relationship observed in this study. As Markowitz observes, the absence of such panel data has been a general impediment in social disorganisation research, which has mostly relied on cross-sectional data. Moreover, there is a need for data that 30 According to the South African Social Attitudes Survey (SASAS) data from 2013, more than one out of every four adult South Africans (27%) reported that they or another household member had been a victim of burglary or assault in the last five years.
31 The share reporting that they or another household member had been a victim of burglary or assault in the last five years ranged from 11% among the unworried to around half among those with frequent or persistent worry (50% and 49% respectively). 42 The scale has a good reliability, with a Cronbach coefficient of 0.804 and the item-rest correlations showing that all three items fit well with the index scale. The distributional characteristics of the measure are as follows: mean = 4.22; median = 4.33; skewness = -0.012; kurtosis = 2.526.
43 In addition, the Kruskal-Wallis test was conducted as a nonparametric alternative to one-way ANOVA, thereby testing the null hypothesis of equal population medians. The test results (p = <0.001) agree with our one-way findings of significant differences in social trust by fear of crime.
44 Specifically, the means social trust score among the most worried category (class 6, M=3.82, SD=2.24) was significantly lower than fear of crime class 1 (M=4.20, SD=2.12, p = .019), class 2 (M=4.59, SD=2.49, p = .015), class 3 (M=4.47, SD=2.03, p = .019) and class 4 (M=4.36, SD=1.90, p = .001). The difference between the most worried category and class 5 (M=4.47, SD=2.39, p = .07) was not statistically significant at the p<0.05 level. All other group-based differences are also not significant. 46 The correlations between this fear measure and the social trust index is -0.11, while for the four neighbourliness items the correlation coefficients are -0.05, -0.12, -0.10 and -0.09 respectively.
